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Ou’r Call’d upon, 
Mafter, by the Re- 
hear fal Kehearsd of 

the 11th Inftant, Nam. 7. to Defend your 

Num. 155. Of the gth Inftanc; wherein you 

thought you had Pinn’d the Basket about Co- 

ercion. But he has Reviv'd the Canfe, and 
thinks he has Confuted you in Every Point, 

even your Statute of 12. Car. 2. C. 30. 
Rebearfal. What. Do’s he Deny that Sta- 

tute? Or fays he it is falfe Quored? Or do’s 

he put any other Senfe upon it? 
Country-m. Now No. None of thefe things. 

But he Quotes Welwooa’s Memoirs againft 


(1.) Country-man. 


it. 

Rehearf. That was done like a Man of 
Law! To fet up a Private Writer (to {aj 
Nothing of that worthy Author) againft an 
A& of Parliament | Buc what does Mr. Wel- 
wood fay ? 

Country-ms. He fays, That many who Com- 
plain’d moft of Grievances at the firft, af- 
terwards went to the King’s fide, and Suf- 
ferd for him. That is, for K. Char. 1. 

Rehearf. What ult do’s Bayes make of this 
Quotation ? 
eg oo He fays, Aiw 1 dare Appeal 

ear Country in General, and your felf 
in Particular, whether the avovefaid Gentlemen | 
did not Exere a COERCIVE Power, when they 
Complain’d of Grievances, &c. 

Rehearf. And 1 Appeal to the fame, Whe- 
ther Complaining is Coercion ? This looks as 
if Men were Bereft of Comsmen Senfe! | may 
Complain to my Father, do 1 therefore Co- 
erce him ? Behold the Advocats for Coercion ! 
And what Wretched Shifts they are Re- 
duc’d to! 


(2.) But I will turn his /aftance from Wel- 


wood Quite againft him. For thofe who Com- | 








pliin’d at firft of Griewences, afterwards when 
they faw it cometo Coercion, and taking of 
Arms agaiaft the Aig, then 7atk’d about, 
and Stuck to their King, and Swffer’a for him: 
Was this becaufe they Approv’d of Coercion 
or was it not? Now, Country Men, where 
are your Hearts become / See what an Jp 
ftance ts brought here tor Coércion ! 

Country-m. But he do’s not only fay that 
they Complain’d of Grievances, bot that they 
Refus’d to Grant Supplies, tik they were Re- 
drefs'd. Was not that Coercion ? 

Rebearf, No. Nor that neither. If [ will 
not give you Money, is that Coercing you? 
But many of thefe Gexslemen, who Retus’d 
to give Supplies, when they thought they were 
not put to a Good vfe; yet gave Large 
Supplys to the Keng, and fpent their E/tares 
as well-as Lives in his Service, when they 
faw a Company of Reébels pretend to Coerce 
him. This is another Noble. /:ffance for 
Coercion ? 

But what if thefe Gentlemen had gon on 
the Coercing fide, and turn’d Rebels withthe 
Reft, what drgument had this ibeen? Then 
ther had been more Rebels. That is all you 
can make of it. Bucdo’s this Jultify Rebellion ? 


(3. ) I thought I had Cur’d him, and e 
very body elfe, from Arguing upon this 
Topick of Example, by what I faid ot A/ar- 
riage, and other Commands of God, whieh 
have been fo frequently Violated. 

Country-m-. O, Mafter, he has an Anfwer 
to that too. He has not forgot it. He 
fays, When yor can as plainly Demonftrate from 
the fifth Commandment, that there is a Blind 
Implicit, and Unlimited Obedience due frome 
Subjeft to a Prince, as I can dirchly prove 
from the feventh Commandment, the Mutual Ob- 


ligation 






































































ligation there is to Conjugal Chaftity, I fhall 
havea better Opinion of your Caufe: 

Rebear{. What is all this to the Purpofe? 
I Inftanc’d in that of Marriage, only to fhew 
the Confequence of Arguing. from Precedents 
and Examples. And to that no Anfwer is 
here given. But ftarting a New Hare, and 
Rummaging feveral other Difputes,to Amufe 
and Divert the Reader. This is the Common 
Method of thefe Di/purants 1 have to Deal 
with. But lec me Recad them. Will they 
give up their Argument from Precedents and 
Examples? If not, let them .4n/mer what } 
have faid. againft it, particularly as to the 
Inftarice of Marriage. 


( 4.) Country-m. But what do you fay, 
Mafter; to a Blind, Implicit, and Unlimited 
Obedience to the Prince? 

Rebearf. Thefe are only Words heap’d to- 
gether, to Render our Doérine Odious. | 
know none that ever Pleaded for fucha fort 
of Obediznce. The Obedience which our Law 
tequires, is neichér Blind, nor Implicit, nor 
Unlinnted. It is Limited by the Law of God, 
and of the Land. And we are notto Obey 
the King, if he Command Contrary to thefe. 
But ftill we are not to Coerce him, or take 
up Arms againft him. For that is Forbid 
both by the Law of God, and of the Land. 
As I have fully fhew’d. And likewife from 
Reafon, and the Nature of all Government. 
If a Man fhou’d talk in Holland of Coercing 
the States, what thanks, do you think, wou’d 
he get? No Government will Bear it. For 
it is a Contradifttion to all Government. As 
they are who fet up this Doctrine, and Main- 
tain it. 


( 5.) Country-m. He fays, You Skip from 
Law to Law. 

Rebearf. Let him fhew the Law f Skip from. 
Can he fhew any A& of Parliament Eftablifh- 
ing Coercion, that I have Forget ? Let him 
Name it. But if he can fiad no fuch thing 
in all our Statute-Book , but on the Contra- 
ry, many Aés ( fome of which I have Quo- 
ted, N. 72. §. 5+) all Agreeing againit Co- 
ercion, then how is the Law on the fide of 
Coercion 2? To what Porpofe then is Law and 
Conftitution Nam’d? Why do thefe Men Ap- 
peal to the Law, which makes Directly againft 
them ? 


6.) Conntry-m. He fays, you take no No- 
tice of the Coronation-Oath. 

Rehearf. That I have done fully ia my Naw. 
126. when it was Objetted in the Review. 
And corrected a miftake of mine in my 
Mum. 143. And to this Bayes has made no 
Reply, but fill Repeats the Objection. 


( 7+) Country-m. But he has found ous, 
That your A, 12. Car. 2. is Repeal’d. 

Rehear{. No, Country-man,he do’s not fay it is 
Repeal’d, he words it more Cautiou/ly,he fays the 
Obligation is Repeal’d to Subfcribe the Deelarati- 
on ot its not being Lamfnk to take Arms againf: 
the King &c. This you will fiad in the 4d 
of Uniformity. And inthe fame Declaration 
was a Claufe to Declare the Solemn League 





and Covenant an Unlawfull-Oath, &c. for g 
Limited time. Which time is now Expire 

So the Obligation to Subfribe that Declara. 
tion is Repeal'd or not now in Ferce. But wil} 
it therefore follow, That it was Intended 
by that Aft, that the Solemn League and@. 
venant was a Latwfull. Oath? As little do’s 
the Aft which Repeals the Obligation of Sy). 
feribing the Remaining part of that Declarg. 
tiom, concerning the Lawfallne/s of takin 

Arms, &c: Suppofe that Dofrine to be True 
becaufe Men were Releas’d from the Penalty 
of further Subfcribing the Contrary. And 
far lefs do’s it Repoal any of ovr former 
Laws that were Made againft Coercion. Did 
it Repeal the 16th. Rich. 2. & §. 24. Hen. 8. 
C 12.1, Eliz. c. 3. 1. Fam. 1. c. and other 
As | have Quoted ? Ask any Lawyer whether 
thefe Laws are not ftillin force ? And this Ar 
tempt Of Bayes fhews their Caufe is Defperat. 


( 8.) Country-m, He Quotes from Welmood 
a Letter of K. Char, 1.to the Rochellers,proe 
miffing them Affiftance. Whence he Infers 
that King’s Approbation of the Prixciple of 
Coercion. ‘ 

Rebearf. Not to enter into the Politicks of 
that Expedition, will thefe Men take the Opi- 
nion Of a King, againft all our Lams and Ads 
of Parliament? Ye they are Fore’d to Ap. 
peal to it, in their prefent Difrefi, how to 
fupport their Beloved Principle of Coercion! 


Will they then take the K/NG’S Word for 


Law? 


C9.) Country-m2, He makes a long Oue- 
tation out of your Rebearf2l, in favour of 
Coercion. 

Rehear/. Which was a Whig g-Objetion I put 
as ftrong as-} could. And my An/wer to it 
Immediatly follows. Of which he takes no 
notice. But puts the Objefion as my Opinion. 
This was Witty and Sincere | 
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